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INFORMATION RESOURCES

Handouts: 

• “2019 GRANT ROUND”

• “New Hampshire’s High-Priority Water Supply Lands”

Search the web for “NH DWG Trust Fund”

• Top: “Applicants & Recipients”

• Non-Construction Projects

• Rules

• Application forms

• OneStop Data Mapper Instructions



JAMESTOWN SETTLEMENT

Image source: latinamericanstudies.org

“There shall be no man or woman dare to wash any unclean linen, 

wash clothes,...nor rinse or make clean any kettle . . . within twenty 

feet of the old well or new pump. Nor shall anyone aforesaid, within 

less than a quarter mile of the fort, dare to do the necessities of nature, 

since by these unmanly, slothful, and loathsome immodesties, the 

whole fort may be choked and poisoned.”

Governor Gage of Virginia, Proclamation for Jamestown, VA (1610)



SOURCE WATER - ROMAN EMPIRE

Source: Text: Sextus Julius Frontinus, 97 AD; translated by Clemens Herschel, 1899; 

published by NEWWA, 1973.  Photo: iessi via Flickr.com

• Choosing the best source(s):

• “The further from its source its waters are drawn, the less 

wholesome they are.”

• What kept the Anio River clean:

• “Because it runs between rocky hills and because there is 

but little cultivated land around the hamlet, or because it 

drops its sediment in the deep lakes into which it is taken; 

partly also through the effect of the shade of the forests that 

surround it.”





USE ALL TOOLS

• Land conservation

• Protective zoning

• Best management 

practices

• Public education



LAND AND CLEAN WATER

• Intercept rain

• Slow runoff

• Prevent erosion

• Slowly feed 

streams

• No pollution 

sources!



LAND AND DRINKING WATER

Water treatment costs    20%

Forest cover    10%

=





THINKING AHEAD ABOUT CLEAN SOURCE WATER

• Cyanotoxins

• PFAS

• Pharmaceuticals

• Personal care products

• 1,4-dioxane

• Perchlorate

• Pesticides

• Nitrosamines

• New data on health effects

• Improved analytical methods



PUBLIC SUPPORT FOR LAND CONSERVATION

Water quality protection ranked highest

86%
Very 

Important

13%
Somewhat 
Important

Source: NH Conservation Attitude Survey, 2012



NH WATER SUPPLY LAND

76%

UNPROTECTED
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2018 GRANT ROUND





SOURCES OF MATCH IN 2018 ROUND

ARM
12%

USDA (NRCS & USFS)
9%

LCHIP
10%

Municipality or Water System
42%

Bargain Sale
16%

Moose Plate
1%

Land Trust
1%

Foundations
4%

Other
5%



2019 GRANT ROUND

ELIGIBLE PROJECTS

• Eligible land

• WHPAs

• HACs

• Future sources, if…

• Uncontaminated, unless…

• Permanent protection

• 50% match

• $500 K maximum grant



PERMANENT PROTECTION

• What: permanent restrictions on how the land can be used regardless of who owns it 

now or in the future.  Ownership by PWS, municipality, or land trust is not enough.

• How:

• Conservation Easement

• Held by municipality, land trust, other conservation organization, state or 

federal agency,

• With third-party right of enforcement by State of New Hampshire

• Deed restriction

• With third-party right of enforcement by State of New Hampshire



TOTAL (ELIGIBLE) PROJECT COSTS

• Land or interest in land

• Associated legal and transaction costs (grant and match 

properties), including:

• Appraisal

• Survey

• Baseline documentation report

• Title examination

• Environmental site assessment

• Stewardship plan

• Legal fees, recording fees, closing 

costs

• Stewardship fee



= ELIGIBLE PROJECT COST

TOTAL PROJECT COST

X PORTION OF LAND ELIGIBLE
$1,000,000

X .78

=$780,000

Wellhead

Protection

Area

Parcel to be

protected
MAXIMUM GRANT = $390,000

MINIMUM  MATCH = $610,000



ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS

Sources: images-of-new-hampshire-history.com/, unionleader.com, Squam Lakes Association, NHLTC

http://www.images-of-new-hampshire-history.com/


PARTNERING

• Land Trusts: NH Land Trust 

Coalition – nhltc.org

• Conservation Commissions

• Public Water Systems



POTENTIAL SOURCES OF MATCH –

GRANT PROGRAMS

• NH Land and Community Heritage Investment Program (LCHIP)

• NHDES: Aquatic Resource Mitigation Program (ARM) 

• NHDNCR: Forest Legacy Program 

• USDA NRCS: Agricultural Land Easements and Wetland Reserve 

Easements

• NH State Conservation Committee: “Moose Plate” Program

• Great Bay Resource Protection Partnership: Land Protection Transaction 

Grant Program

• NHDES: Local Source Water Protection Grant Program (transaction costs )



Categories of water supply 

lands

Land in Each 

Category
Percent 

Permanently 

Conserved*

Percent 

Developed**

Unprotected, 

Undeveloped Land

Acres
% of 

State
Acres

% of 

State

Water supply watersheds
4,136,020 70 27 6.8 2,762,963 47

Hydrologic Areas of 

Concern (HACs) 454,755 7.7 37 10 241,014 4.1

Wellhead Protection Areas 

(WHPAs)
387,529 6.5 11 19 266,496 4.5

Stratified-Drift Aquifers 

(SDAs)
711,717 12 13 23 451,962 7.6

High-Yield SDAs 

(>= 1,000 ft2/day)
166,448 2.8 14 25 102,434 1.7

930,138 16 24 15 561,930 9.5

ELIGIBLE WATER SUPPLY LANDS



ELIGIBLE LAND

• Wellhead protection areas (WHPAs)

• Hydrologic areas of concern (HACs)

• Protecting a future water supply source

• 9 evaluation criteria

• Determined by Advisory Commission



CONDITIONS

• Permanent protection

• Not contaminated

• Annual stewardship monitoring reports

• Agricultural land protecting surface sources: vegetated buffer

• If not protecting existing source: preserve right to site a future 

source
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1. Support for the project expressed by affected municipalities and public water systems.

2. Source water protection currently in place by any PWS whose source will be protected.

3. Whether a land conservation plan identifies the subject parcel(s) as high priority for

conservation specifically for water supply protection.

4. The proximity of the project to a water supply well or intake.

5. Frontage on rivers, streams, tributaries, and other surface waters for projects related to

surface water source protection.

6. The type of water system whose source is to be protected (municipal, community, etc.).

7. The population served by the water system.

8. The number of sources to be protected.

9. The total acreage of eligible land included in the project (including match properties).

10. The value of match (percentage of total project cost) in excess of required match.

11. Project readiness



FUTURE SOURCES - EVALUATION CRITERIA

• PWS or municipality identified need to protect parcel for future source

• Need for future source demonstrated

• Evaluation of options points to subject source/parcel

• Pump test and water quality data demonstrate value

• Feasible to connect to distribution system

• Substantial financial commitment to developing this source

• Preliminary WHPA delineation

• Likely to be approvable as new source

• Water development rights will go to PWS or municipality











PROCESS

• Pre-applications accepted – now

• Pre-applications due – June 28

• Eligibility determination – by August 12

• Funding applications due – September 13

• Site visits, review panel

• Funding decision – December 10



Source: iessi via Flickr.com



PUBLIC SUPPORT FOR LAND CONSERVATION

86%
Very 

Important

13%
Somewhat 
Important

Source: NH Conservation Attitude Survey, 2012



Source: Tama66 via Pixnio.com


